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Abstract—Minimizing the cost of deploying and operating damaged nodes, a network operator may reduce labor costs
a V\_/i_reless Sensor Network (WSN)_ involves deciding how to \while extending WSN lifetime.
partition a budget between competing expenses such as node A petwork operator allocates a limited budget to numerous
hardware, energy, and labor. Most commercial network oper#ors S L. ]
account for interest rates in their budgeting exercises, poviding tasks related to building and maintaining a sensor network:
a financial incentive to defer some costs until a later time.i hardware must be purchased and deployed, batteries may re-
this paper, we propose a net present cost (NPC) model for WSN quire periodic replacement or recharging, and damagedsnode
capital and operating expenses that accounts for interestates. may need to be replaced. Allocating additional money to one
Our model optimizes the number, size, and spacing between 4t of the budget reduces available funds for the othespart
expenditures in order to minimize the NPC required for the for example, adding nodes to a network increases the portion
network to achieve a desired operational lifetime. In geneal ' :
this optimization problem is non-convex, but if the spacing Of the budget dedicated to node hardware, but decreases the
between expenditures is linearly proportional to the size bthe money available for energy and labor. As discussed in Sgec. I
expenditures, and the number of maintenance cycles is knowin g |arge body of research focuses on minimizing the indiviidua
advance, the problem becomes convex and can be solved to gibb \y/gN costs, such as focusing solely on node hardware costs
optimality. If non-deferrable recurring costs are low, then evenly
spacing the expenditures can provide near-optimal resultsWith or. r_‘o‘?'e energy costs, but only a fe\_/v paF?erS study how to
the provided models and methods, network operators can now Minimize the overall cost when multiple different expenses
derive a payment schedule to minimize NPC while accountinggf ~ are combined together.
various operational parameters. The numerical examples siw Before undertaking a project or submitting a bid, compa-
substantial cost benefits under practical assumptions. nies often estimate that project's initial investment, \kno

Index Terms—Wireless sensor network (WSN), net present as Capital Expenditures (CAPEX), and recurring expendi-
cost (NPC), net present value (NPV), cost, budget, lifetime tures, called Operational Expenditures (OPEX). For a WSN,
deployment. CAPEX includes the costs of node hardware, the initial node
energy supplies, and the labor required to initially deploy
the network. OPEX includes the cost of replacement node
hardware, replacement batteries, and the labor required to

IRELESS Sensor Networks (WSNs) are groups qjerform maintenance on the network.
nodes that collaboratively collect information on an To improve the cost of a WSN we propose a framework for
area of interest. Their ability to reduce costs and save humainimizing its Net Present Cost (NPC). NPC is similar to net
lives by autonomously monitoring remote and potentiallg-hapresent value [7], except all cash flows are considered ousflo
ardous regions has made them an active area of research, wiead of being either inflows or outflows. NPC combines
applications in smart agriculture, environmental momitgy CAPEX and OPEX into a single cost by taking interest rates
detecting faults in systems and structures, disaster wramif, into account. Purchases made in the future cost less, irsterm
and battlefield surveillance [1]. Nodes consist of sensats aof the present currency value, as the operator earns ihteres
transceivers to gather data on their immediate surrousdingy collecting revenue from the network it has built and by
and forward this data over an ad-hoc network structure fisvesting money elsewhere. Our framework could be used, for
predefined locations for further processing. In order to-mirxample, by a network operator that wants to take advantage
imize the cost of covering an area of interest, nodes agé interest rates to reduce the cost of energy in the future.
designed with inexpensive hardware, implement low-pow&his requires spending more on labor in the future to vist th
protocols such as ZigBee [2], and may use scheduling [Bgtwork and deliver this less expensive energy to the nodes.
and energy-minimizing routing [4]. By utilizing robots [8hd Our NPC minimization framework would, in this case, find
unmanned aerial vehicles [6] to replenish energy and replafe optimal balance between the money saved on energy and
the cost of labor required to deliver it to the network.
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in certain scenarios to produce near-optimal budgets. Whigrat minimize the NPC. The lifetime functions are piecewise
non-deferrable recurring costs such as labor costs arethew, linear under a network model that assumes optimum data
sensitivity of NPC minimization to the number of maintenancflows between nodes, optimum energy consumption, and that
visits performed is also low, meaning that performing mairt-connectivity is adequate.

tenance as often as possible produces a near-optimal NPC. IRoints in time where the network operator performs un-
addition, we show that when non-deferrable recurring costeheduled maintenance on the network, due to unexpected
are low, evenly spacing the maintenance visits can provideegents such as hardware faults or environmental damage,
near-optimal NPC. are considered when calculating the NPC. As such events

We define avisit as a time point where the network operatomay occur at any given moment, we do not know when an
visits the network to perform scheduled maintenance, sughscheduled repair will occur, so we approximate the NPC
as restoring energy to nodes in the network. Each visit hak unscheduled payments by assuming that failures occur
an expenditure associated with it, referred to as st periodically, with the length of each period equal to the Nea
expenditure, while the time until the next visit is called theTime Between Failures (MTBF) [8] of the network nodes. The
visit lifetime. The visit made to initially deploy the networkNPC of unscheduled payments can be reduced by improving
is a CAPEX expenditure, while visits made after deploymethe reliability of the network. Doing so increases the cdst o
to restore node energy are OPEX expenditures. The netwoidde hardware, either by purchasing more robust hardware or
operator can adjust the number of visits, as well as eabk adding redundant nodes in stand-byntwmle locations, the
visit expenditure and visit lifetime in order to minimizelocations of active nodes in the network. To balance cost and
the NPC. These parameters are interrelated, so adjustmeaksistness, we provide a method of minimizing node hardware
are not always straightforward; for example, increasirgitvi costs and the approximate NPC of unscheduled repairs. The
expenditures may increase visit lifetimes and reduce tte# tomethod assumes every node has identical hardware and every
number of visits required to achieve a desired operatiomabde location is given the same number of redundant nodes in
lifetime. This action is only worthwhile if the reduced nuerb stand-by, and finds the best type of node hardware and level
of visits compensates for higher cost per visit. of redundancy out of a set of possible choices.

We propose a two-layer optimization framework for de- A brief survey of the literature relevant to minimizing
termining the number of visits, the visit expenditures, andeployment and operational costs of WSNs is provided in
the visit lifetimes required to minimize the NPC. The firsBec. I, while our network and cost models are given in
layer of the framework is a non-convex optimization problerSec. Ill. Sec. IV discusses how to maximize visit lifetime
that maximizes visit lifetime when given a visit expendéurfor a given visit expenditure by optimally dividing the \tisi
that is known in advance. The visit lifetime depends oexpenditure between node hardware, energy, and labor. costs
the visit expenditure: the more money spent on energy, tBec. IV also demonstrates that the lifetime function, the
longer the visit lifetime. Maximizing visit lifetime minimaes relationship between visit expenditure and visit lifetime
future costs by taking full advantage of interest rates.sThpiecewise linear under our network and cost models. A génera
optimization problem is used to derivelifetime function for NPC minimization framework is proposed in Sec. V, and the
each visit. The lifetime function represents the relatiops linear lifetime function found in Sec. IV is exploited to sho
between visit expenditure and the maximum visit lifetimatth that equally spacing visits can be a near-optimal technique
can be achieved with that visit expenditure. Each visit mdgr minimizing the NPC under our network model. Sec. VI
have its own unique lifetime function to account for changegwovides numerical results for the NPC minimization prable
in node hardware, energy, and labor costs between visits. under practical assumptions. It discusses the effect oforkt

The second layer of the framework optimizes visit expetifetime, the interest rate, the MTBF of the network nodes,
ditures and the number of visits to minimize the NPC. It usemd the costs of node hardware, energy, and labor on the NPC
the lifetime function from the first layer of the optimizatio of the network.
framework to calculate the optimal visit lifetime for eacisit/
expenditure. This ensures that the visit expendituresddayn Il. RELATED WORK
the second layer provide the optimal visit lifetimes. Wewsho When minimizing the overall WSN cost, NPC minimization
that the optimization problem in the second layer is nordin accounts for the costs of node hardware, energy, and labor.
and non-convex, making it difficult to find a globally optimumThe majority of papers available in the literature tend tou®
solution. on only a single type of cost. Both [9] and [10] are survey

To reduce the complexity of this non-convex problem, wpapers that contain techniques for minimizing the node toun
show that if the total number of visits is fixed #§, and the and therefore node hardware costs, when connecting disjoin
lifetime function for each visit is piecewise linear (equal networks. The survey papers [11] and [12] discuss techsique
zero until a certain visit expenditure and increasing lihea for reducing network energy consumption and therefore en-
with slope m afterwards), then NPC minimization will beergy costs. Labor costs can be reduced by scheduling node
convex and the solution found will be globally optimal. Theeplacement and recharging activities [13] and automating
slopem will be equal for all visits, but the point where themaintenance processes via robots [5] and unmanned aerial
function transitions from zero to an increasing linear tiort vehicles [6]. While the techniques presented in these paper
may differ. Assuming that a maximum éf visits are allowed, can reduce network cost, they are not useful for operators
we provide aO(f{3) algorithm for finding the number of visits seeking to allocate a budget across multiple costs.



There is a significant body of work on optimizing the CIAPEIX OPEX .

deployment and operational costs of cellular networks,[14] 01

[15], [16], [17]. The fundamental difference with respeot t ! 2 OF
this paper is that, once deployed, the infrastructure of a
cellular network is static while the topology of a WSN varies
in time. This variation results from failed sensor nodes due h lh Ik
to depleted batteries and the dynamics of ad-hoc routing. : : ;

Compared to cellular networks, WSNs require a substaptiall L ! : -

different model to compute the deployment of energy (i.e. T,L

batteries) and maintenance cycles. ime

To the best of our knowledge, the only papers in theg. 1. Payments made over the course of a network’s lifetiSheduled
literature accounting for multiple types of costs in a WsmaymentSpl...pi(t_are known in advance, while unscheduled payments
are the works by Misra et al. [18] and Dutta et al. [19]7! - F occurattimesy...tp.

Compared to these papers, the NPC minimization approach in
this paper is unique in that it determines the visit expemdit A Network Model
visit lifetime, and number of visits while taking advantage .

. . .~ Every network has a set of sensor node locatihsa
of interest rates. The other research that combines mailtipl . . : :

) . . Set of sink locationsS, and a set of potential or candidate
types of network costs together either ignore savings from . . .
. . T . ._-relay locationsN. The union of these sets is referred to as
interest rates or fail to optimize the spacing between SJISItt
both of which are critically important components of cragti
a network budget.

Misra et al. [18] provide a method of balancing the co
of WSN maintenance with network performance loss. P
formance refers to the probability of the WSN detecting
event; this probability, and therefore performance, deses
as the number of failed nodes increases. This work use

Y

he universal set/ = TU S UN. Relay nodes forward data
from sensor nodes to the sink nodes, possibly over multiple
hops. Not every candidate relay location will have a relageno
laced on it; depending on factors such as the transmit range
OF other nodes and the network topology, certain candidate
a\%Iay locations may be chosen over others. Sensor nodes, in
addition to performing the same forwarding duties as relay
e . Shes, collect and forward data from their on-board sensors
probab|I|s_t|c model to PrEd'Ct the Iong—_te.rm cost of a naty/o Sink nodes collect the data gathered by every sensor node in
and provides an algorithm for determining the optimal tlcad‘?he network and store or process it. Sensor node and sink node

off *?etwee'_” node replacement cost an_d pe_rformance lo Rations are assumed to always have sensor and sink nodes
Their technique focuses solely on OPEX, ignoring the CAPE spectively placed on them

required to deploy the network, and does not factor in saving Sink, sensor, and relay nodes placed on their respective

due to interest rates, meaning that reductions in mamt&naI cations consume energy and handle data while performing

costs from returns on investments or revenues generatedt é{ir roles. Each sensor nodén 7 generates data at a rate of

the network are not considered when determining the nogfbits/s and consumes energy at a rat&,af/bit when sensing
replacement policy.

) ] ) data. Each sensor or relay on locatiom A U 7 consumes

Dutta et al. [19] provide a strategy that considers interegt ;) y/bit when transmitting to a location that is distante
rates when determining when to replace nodes in a netwoikters away, and consumes J/bit while receiving data. An
to minimize maintenance costs. This research determires gblge exists from nodé to another nodej if the distance

optimal year in which to replace nodes and assumes thaleen the nodesd;; is less than the maximum transmit
maintenance costs are known in advance. It does not f'HQtance in meters.

the thimal size o.f.eaclh .v_isit_expenc.iiturg. nor th_equtimal When determining how many nodes to place, where to
spacing between visits, I|m|t_|n_g its applicability to minizing place them, and how much energy to allocate to the nodes
a WSN's budget. By determining the amount to spend on eagh, network, the operator has specific goals in mind; here
visit, the number of visits, and the spacing between them g, assume the goals are to achieve an operational lifetime
minimize NPC, we allow network operators to not only reducgs exactly I years and 1-connectivity at minimum cost.

the total WSN cost, but to also estimate the budget and cagfpile other factors such as latency and quality of serviee ar

flows of a WSN. important in a number of situations, we assume real-tima dat
acquisition is not critical and that the network will be ligh

loaded, so that such factors are not a priority.
I1l. NETWORK AND COSTMODELS

In this section we provide a network model and a co§ Cost Model
model for the NPC minimization problem. Sec. IlI-A descsbe Fig. 1 illustrates our cost model. We consider two types of
the types of locations present in the area of interest, theiayments: scheduled payments for performing routine tasks
properties, and how they relate to one another to form a WS&lich as restoring energy to nodes, and unscheduled payments
In Sec. 1lI-B we present a model for NPC that takes intfor reacting to unexpected issues such as hardware faults.
consideration the number of visits, the visit expenditpeesl Scheduled payments are divided into events called visits.
the visit lifetimes. Assuming that a total number oK visits are made, there



is an initial visit expenditurep; that accounts for initially IV. FRAMEWORK FOROPTIMIZING VISIT LIFETIME

deploying the network, and a number of subsequent VisitErom (1) we see that minimizing NPC involves maximizing
expenditureg, . .. px for maintenance. The time betwegn yisit lifetime, /,. We also assume in (2) that a relationship
andpj.11 is the visit lifetimely,; as will be discussed in Sec. IV,;, _ f1(pr) exists. In this section we provide an optimization
the expenditurep,. is optimally divided between hardware,proplem that maximizes, for a givenp, by optimizing the
energy, and labor costs in such a way as 0 maxinbize information flow rates in the network and the division jgf
The operational lifetime of the network =3 ;" lx. When petween hardware, energy, and labor costs. This optiroizati
minimizing the NPC of a network, one has to determine eagf formulated as a non-linear, non-convex, yet continuous
visit expenditurep;, the total number of visité’, and the visit proplem in Sec. IV-A, and is turned into a non-continuous
lifetimes /.. Mixed Integer Program (MIP) in Sec. IV-B that is compatible
Unscheduled payments occur to handle network failurggth MIP solvers such as CPLEX [20]. Finally, it is shown in

that cannot be prevented through routine maintenance, st |V-C that the relationshify = fi(py) is linear.
as those caused by hardware faults, environmental hazards,

accidental damage. We assume thafailures occur at times

t...tpr, with failures costings; ...or financial units each _ ) i ) _
to repair. In this section we propose a continuous, non-linear opti-

Minimizing the cost of a network with a long operationa/Mization problem for maximizing the visit lifetimé, when
lifetime entails determining whether money is best spefiiven a Visit expenditurgy,, assuming the network model
immediately, or later after it earns interest at a rate of 0. N Sec. llI-A. By definition the visit numbek > 1. We
In other words, one way to minimize costs is to minimize th§t @ = [a1 a2 ... ag], wherea; is the energy allocated
Net Present Cost (NPC) of the network. Net present cost dgn€ach locationi € /. We express our budgeBy(a) in

A. The Visit Lifetime Maximization Problem

be expressed as terms ofa. As we will show below, the energy vector can
be used to determine the node hardware expenditiiie,
p1+ Zf::l (1;’# K =1 and the energy expenditur®,. The sum of these costs with

NPC= K A F o the labor expenditureZ,, is equal to the overall budget
Y, — B+ Y e K >2. b b 1S €9 get.
P12 (140)Zn=1tn 2on=1 T By constraining the budgeB;(a) to the visit expenditure

(1) pi, we can optimize the node hardware, energy, and labor

We assume that a relationship exists between the vi€ifPenditures without causing the budget to exgaedVe also

expenditurep;, during visit k, and the visit lifetimel,. In Provide the power (i) in Watts consumed at each location
other words in terms of the information flow rate;;, the rate at which each

location: sends data to other locatiofsAfter discussing the
b = fr(pr)- @) o ions f : AP

pressions foB(a) and P (i), we propose the optimization
Each lifetime functionf,(p) may be unique for each visit.  problem itself.

As we do not know when failures occur, we propose a The budget is a function of the location energy allocation
method to approximate failure times for the purpose of thigctor a. The energy expenditur®, = > ., aa;, which
analysis. We assume that the network’s Mean Time Betwekgfiuires the energy; in Joules allocated to each location
Failures (MTBF)w is known, thatw does not vary over the ¢ € U, as well as the cost of a single Joule. To determine
network’s operational lifetimé, and that the cost of failures Whether or not a node is required at locatiomve notice that
does not change. As discussed at the end of Sec. Ill-A, J@gation i requires a node ifz; > 0. We use an indicator
assume that 1-connectivity is adequate for the network. fnction to tell us whether location needs a node based
this case, a single node failure potentially disconneces tAn the value ofu;. To obtain a continuous formulation, the
network, meaning that is the same as the MTBF of theexponential function(l —exp(—Ca;)) can be used as an
network nodes. With our approximation, = nw andes,, = o, indicator function. The constaut is a large number such that

Vn € [1,|L/w]], meaning that the NPC can now be writterthe function is approximately 1 when > 0, and 0 otherwise.

as We assume that all nodes have identical hardware, and are
Ljw] o purchased at a price gf financial units per node during the
Pt 2n (I+v)™ K=1 initial visit. We therefore letX, = 3., 8 (1 — exp(—Cay))
NPC=?p1 + ZkKZQ — P (3) Wwhenk =1, andX; = 0 whenk > 2. In this case, all nodes

(14-0)Zn=0 In(Pn)

L/(.UJ o
+> o0 EEEDE K =2.

are assumed to have the same ¢@sind the same rate of
failure A, regardless of whether they are sensor, relay, or sink

It is important to point out that minimizing overall NPCnodes. o

timization is used to determine how an expendite is connectivity is sufficient, each node has the same failuie ra

optimally divided between hardware, energy, and laborscogt: @nd a single node failure potentially results in network
in order to maximizel,. The results of this optimization failure. The Qverall Mean Time Between Failures (MTBF) of
establishes the functioh = fi(px). In Sec. V we then use the network is therefore

the function f(px) in a second optimization that minimizes w— 1 B @)

overall NPC by optimizing the visit expenditurgs. Y icu N (1 —exp(=Cay)) X,




By optimizing the node hardware expendituXe during the The energy constraint (7c) is typically defined as an in-

first visit, we are also maximizing the MTBE&. We do not equality constraint (for example, in [3], [4], and [21]). To

consider placing redundant nodes in this section, as thatdismonstrate why representing (7c) as an equality constrain

covered in the method for optimizing node hardware costs aisdvalid when maximizing lifetime and optimally allocating

the approximate NPC of unscheduled payments in Sec. V-Bnergy, we will prove by contradiction that at optimalityeth
We assume that the labor expenditufg during visit k is left-hand side of (7c) must be equivalent to the right-hand

known in advance. Later in this section we show that, becaugide. Suppose that at the optimal lifetirijg [} P (i) < a; for

we optimally allocate energy to the nodes, every locatiamnodei. This implies that

with a node will be visited when maintenance is performed. 1) At optimal lifetimel; one or more nodes have exhausted

This means we know which locations to visit in advance, and  their supply of energy.

can estimate the time required to travel between the diftere 2) Nodei has(a; — I P (:)) J of energy that it has not yet

locations, and therefore the time spent and cost of perfaymi spent.
labor. When factoring in node hardware, energy, and labiy when adding or replacing batteries, a portion of the spar
costs, our budget can be expressed as energy in node; had instead been allocated to the nodes
with no energy, a lifetime longer thatf would have been
Bu(a) {Zieu (B (1 —exp(=Cai)) +aa;) + Zx k=1 achieved. This means thf is not in fact optimal if3i €
Y icu (@ai) + Zy k>2 Uy :1;P(i) < a;. Thereforel; is only optimal as long as

(5) ;P (i) = a;,Vi € U. This further implies that all locations
The powerP (i) in Watts consumed by nodec ¢/ can be with nodes will be visited when replacing batteries, as all
expressed in terms of the information flow ratgs Location nodes will have exhausted their energy supplies at the aptim
i sends data to location at a rate ofr;; bits/s. We let the lifetime [}.
setsA;, T;, andU; represent the set of nodes., 7, andi/ The same argument can be used to justify making the budget
respectively that are within communication range of nede constraint (7d) an equality constraint. We can prove byreent
The energy consumed by nodevhen transmitting to another diction that, at the optimal lifetim&, the budgeB; (a) = px.
nodej is T;(d;;) J/bit, whered;; refers to the distance betweerSuppose that at the optimal lifetindg, By (a) < px, meaning
the nodes in m. Nodeconsumes); J/bit while receiving data. that we have extra monefp;, — By(a)) that has not been
Sensori consumesS; J/bit collecting data at a rate gf bits/s. spent. Additional energy could have been purchased with thi
The expression for the power in Watts consumed by a nodeni®ney, increasing:;, Vi € U until Bi(a) = p,. From (7b)
_ we know that the flow rates;; will not increase with energy
P(i)=> Tdjry+ >, Qirji+Sigi. (6) a;: the rateg; at which data is generated by sensds fixed,
JEeU; JENUT: therefore according to the energy constraint (7c) lifetithe
We can use (5) and (6) to formulate the lifetime maximust increase. This implies th#f is not in fact optimal,
mization problem as a non-linear, non-convex, yet contisuomeaning an optimal lifetimé;; requires thatBy,(a) = py.

optimization problem . .
pamization p B. Formulation of the Mixed Integer Program

max (7a) The optimization problem given in (7) is non-convex, mak-
a;,rij,ly €RT . c reper " . .
ing it difficult for a solver to find a globally optimal solutio
S.t. Z Tji +gi = Z rij Vi€ NUT (7b) Eventhough (7) is non-convex, it can be re-written as a Mixed
JENGUT; JEU; Integer Program (MIP) and can therefore be solved with the
kP (i) = a; VieU (7¢) robust branch-and-bound algorithms and heuristics duaila
Bi(a) = pr. (7d) in commercial MIP solvers. The constraints will all be made

linear, making the problem compatible with MIP solvers such
The energyu; allocated to node, the information flow rate as CPLEX [20].
r;; between node and nodej, and the visit lifetime,, are all Multiplying (7b) by [;, allows us to express the flow of
optimization variables that exist in the non-negativese@he data between nodeand nodej asb;; bits instead of the rate
elements of vectos are the energy allocation values Flow r;; bits/s. The left-hand side of (7c) is re-written in terms of
constraint (7b) ensures each node does not transmit maxe daf. To turn the continuous formulation (7) into a MIP, we
per second than it receives from others or collects througiplace the indicator function with the binary optimizatio
sensing. The sensor data generation rgte> 0,Vi € 7 variablez; that is 1 when the node either exists at or will
because sensors generate data, while 0,Vi € A" because be added to candidate relay locatigrand O otherwise. With
relays do not. Energy constraint (7c) ensures each nodes these changes in mind, the optimization problem (7) can be
all of the a; Joules allocated to it; we explain later in thigewritten as

section why this is an equality constraint. Budget constrai max Iy (8a)
(7d) lets us find the optimal node hardware, energy, and labog, »,; .1, e r*

expenditures resulting from adjustmentsatowhile ensuring z;€{0,1}

that the budget does not exceed the visit expendijure s.t. Z bji + gilk, = Z bij Vie NUT
The left-hand sides of (7¢) and (7d) are non-linear; as both JENUT Jeul;

constraints are equality constraints, (7) is non-convex. (8b)



Z T;(dij)bij + Z Qibji V. FRAMEWORK FOROPTIMIZING NET PRESENTCOST

Jet: JENUT: , When [, is maximized for a giverp;, we established in
+ Sigilk = a; VicU  gec. |V that the relationshipy, = fi(px) is linear. In this
(8¢) section we utilize this relationship to minimize the oveéral
> (Bai (1= H[k — 2)) + aa,) WSN NPC expressed in (3).
= Sec. V-A provides a general non-linear, non-convex NPC
+ Z = pr (8d) minimization formulation that is applicable to aty= f (pk)
a; < Dx; ViU !ifetime function, Iinez?\r_or not. This gengralized formtirben _
- 8e) is non-convex and difficult to solve optimally. However, in
, Sec. V-B we demonstrate that when the linear lifetime fiorcti
z; =1 VieTUS, I, = fx(py) defined in Sec. IV is used, NPC minimization

(8)  for a fixed number of visitsk is convex. Assuming that a
where D is a constant greater than or equal to the largestaximum of X visits may be made, we provide (9(1%3)
possible battery capacity. The flow, energy, and budget calgorithm for minimizing the NPC with a linear lifetime
straints (8b), (8c), and (8d) serve the same purposes fasction. In Sec. V-C we show that equally spacing the visits
their counterparts (7b), (7c), and (7d) respectively. Nb& can be a good rule of thumb whefa(p;) is linear.
H[k — 2] represents the Heaviside step function, making The NPC minimization framework assumes that the net-
Bx; (1 — H[k —2]) = px; whenk = 1, and 0 otherwise. work’s Mean Time Between Failures (MTBF) is known and
This is done because, as discussed in Sec. IV-A, nodes epastant. The network’s MTBF and therefore the NPC of
only purchased during the initial visit. We ensure that gger unscheduled payments might depend, however, on the cost
is only added to locationif it has a node via (8e). Constraintof node hardware: using more expensive nodes or adding re-
(8f) ensures that sensor and sink nodes are always placeddandant nodes in stand-by to each node location may improve
the field. The objective and all the constraints in (8) are intae MTBF. A method of balancing the initial cost of node
linear form; note that the Heaviside function is solved prichardware with the approximate NPC of unscheduled payments
to optimization, meaning that (8d) is linear. The optimiaat is provided in Sec. V-D.
variables are either real numbers or integers, making (8)
compatible with commercial MIP optimizers. L
A. General NPC Minimization Framework

C. Lifetime Function Derivation Our goal is to minimize the NPC in (3) while ensuring

To minimize the overall NPC in Sec. V, it is necessary t1at the network remains operational for exactly years.
express the results of thg maximization in this section in AS discussed in Sec. IlI-B, the relationship between visit
terms of thel, = fx(px) function in (2). By doing so, we expenditurep;, and visit lifetimel;, of visit & is the function
demonstrate thafy (px) is a linear function. Jr(pr). By finding the optimum visit expenditureg we find

After running the optimization described in the previoufe optimum visit lifetimes; = fi(p;) and thus the optimum
sections, the maximum visit lifetimi, and the optimal energy SPacing between visits.

a* at each nodéthat achieves it, have been found. The budget To minimize the NPC, we require upper bounds on the visit

function (5) can therefore be rewritten as expenditures and the number of visits. The maximum number
of visits is K, meaningK < K. For example, if the network

Bi(a®) = Xy + alyp + Zy, ©) operator could not feasibly visit the network more than once
where a* is a vector whose element is o, and p = Pper month, thenk = 12L. The maximum visit expenditure

>,y P (i) represents the overall network power consumptid@r Visit & is denotedy,, meaningp. < pi, Vk € [1, K].
after the optimal information flow rates; have been deter- The NPC minimization problem for wheR™ > 2 can be
mined. Constraint (7c) allows us to substitatewith [; P (i), written as

thereforeal;p = o), (P (i) = a) ., a;. The node i
hardware expenditur&’, = B icu (1 —exp(—=Cay)) when min  p; + Z pf,l ’
k=1, and X = 0 otherwise. p1pg ERT = (14 v)2n=1 fnpn)
Rearranging (9) and lettingg, (a*) = py as in (7d) gives ~ @x=k+1€{0,1}
[L/w]
=Xk —Zk o
==k pe > X+ 2 + Z S (11a)
= = ap 10 nw
i = fr(pr) {0 o < Xi + 71, (10) —~ (1+v)
The termsXy, Zx, «, andp do not change withy,. From (7b), K B
the flow rates;; depend on the sensor data generationgate st Z felpr) =L (11b)
which is constant. From (6) we can see tkqti) and therefore =1 A .
p only change withr;; and g;, so p is not a function ofp;. Pr < TEPy Vk € [1, K]
The flow rates and therefore the locations requiring nodes do X (11c)
not change withpy, so X}, does not change with,.. Both Z; Tyl < Tp Vk e [1,K —1]

anda are constants. As a resulf, increases linearly withp,,. (11d)



fr(px) >0 Vk € [1,K], optimal number of visitd{™* when given the maximum number
(11e) of visits possible K. Doing so allows a network operator
I(o find the optimum visit expenditures, visit lifetimes, and

where the binary valug, represents whether or not a networ
umber of visits.

operator performs visit;, andv > 0 represents the rate at" . -
which money earns interest. The constantand o represent We can derive an equation for NPC whanvisits are made
the network’s MTBF and the cost of network failure resped fk(pk) = mp + by Whenpg > —b/m. Using the fact
tively. Note that whenk = 1, finding the NPC is trivial: that -, fi(px) = L, and lettingp = [p1 p» ... px], we

the visit expenditure, that achieves the operational lifetime pan re-write the NPC (3) whei > 2 as

L |s_ch_osen. The ebjectlve function (11a) is t_h_e NPC, while  L-b - Zszz (mpr + br)

the lifetime constraint (11b) ensures that the visit exjenes 9(p) =
provide the required operational lifetime bf Constraint (11c)

makesp, = 0 when visitk is not made, while guaranteeing

that p, does not exceed the maximum expenditure amount 5 (
pr when a visit is made. Constraint (11d) is used to find Jw]

the optimum number of visits: if;; = 0 for visit 4, then Z

pj = xj = 0,Vj € [i,f(], making the optimum number — 1+”

of visits K* = "1, ;.. Constraint (11e) ensures that visitNote that the first term represents the initial visit expeue

m

K
kz 1+U L— Zn k (mpn+bn)
LL

lifetime can never be negative. p1. WhenK = 1, the initial expenditure is set to the value
The NPC minimization problem (11) is a non-linear mixe¢hat ensures an operational lifetinie
integer program. Iffx(px) is non-linear, then (11) is non- We can find the visit expenditure vectpr= [py ... px]

convex. Suppose thadt’ > 2, q = [p1 p2 ... pg], andr(q) that minimizes the NPG(p) for K > 2 using the Lagrangian
is (11a). It can be shown that

- In(1+4v) Afi(pi) 2 L b
) ) ! K p,u) ug(pr + b /m
0°r(q) _ 9°r(q) (Hv)zfgﬁ felpp)  OPi i ( kZQ fm

Opidpr  Oprdpi | i— K

whereu = [us ... ug]. When solving a minimization prob-
We can see that the element at rdi and columnk of |€m with inequality constraints, the slack variablgsare op-
the Hessian of(q) is zero, and the other elements in rowlimized to satisfy the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditen
K and in columnK are non-zero. The Hessian is thereforéN® complementary slackness KKT condition implies that

not positive semi-definite, meaning that the objective fimc P+ = —by,/m whenuy >0, anduy, = 0 whenpy > —by,/m.
(11a) is non-convex. Whek = 1, finding the NPC is trivial We can use the gradient of the Lagrangian to derive an

becausep; is set to the value that ensurgs(p;) equals equation for findingpyy1 from pg. The stationarity KKT

condition requwesVﬁ(p u) = 0, where VL(p,u) =
operational lifetimeL. [aﬁa(p ) ac(p W aﬂép W ec a(p u)] Subtracting
oL(p) . i

8 p u)
B. NPC Minimization with a Linear Lifetime Function Opr i1 for anyk < K — 1, yields

Based on our proof of linearity of the lifetime function
fx(px) In Sec. 1V, this section will demonstrate that the NPC

Uk+1 — Uk
mln(l =+ ’[})(1 + U)L—mpk+1—bk+1 )

Prr1 = q(pr) +

minimization problem is convex for a fixed number of ViSit%vhere

K. We provide an algorithm to determine the optimal number 1+ v)mpmbk 1

of visits in O(K?) time, for the maximal number of visit&'. q(pr) = min (1+0)

As shown in Sec. IV-C, we can assume the lifetime function

has the form The visit expenditurey,, 1 can be found using

mp + b pr > —bg/m > —b m
Felpr) = / s = a(pr) a(pr) K1/ (12)

0 e < —bg/m, —bry1/m  q(pr) < —bgs1/m.

wherem > 0. Note that the slope: is not a function oft. A Keeping in mind that-by1/m > 0, if q(px) > —bpi1/m,

constant slopen for all visits implies that the cost of energy,thenp, > —by/m SOuy, = 0. AS pry1 > q(pr) > —bpy1/m,

and the rate that the network consumes energy, do not chagge, = 0 so ppy; = q(pr). When q(pr) < —bpi1/m,

over time. Using (10) from Sec. IV-C, the slope = aip then up,1 > wup to ensure thatpr,1 > —bpii/m; to

and y-intercepth, = —X:tZe As with the general NPC satisfy the complementary slackness KKT condition, making

minimization problem, we find the optimum visit lifetimesuyy1 > uy > 0 forcespi1 = —bg41/m.

I = fx(py) by first finding the optimum visit expenditures The KKT conditions are maintained by (12), meaning it can

D be used to find a local optimum solution. By ensuring that
In this section we first provide a method for finding the visit,, = 0 whenpy > —b,/m, andp, = —bi./m whenu; > 0,

expenditureyy, for k € [1, K] to minimize NPC whenk is it satisfies the complimentary slackness condition. Thengki

fixed. We then provide é?(f{3) algorithm for determining the and dual feasibility conditions are satisfied by ensuringt th



pr > —bi/m andwu, > 0 respectively. To derive (12), the We use Alg. 2 to determine the number of visiS that
stationarity conditiorivVL(p,u) = 0 was assumed. optimize the NPC. It finds the NPC for eveky € [1, K] using
Wheng(px) < —bgy1/m andpi1 = —bg41/m, note that Alg. 1, and chooses the valugs* andp* that minimize the
no energy is being added to the network. Visit 1, and every NPC. The function NP, K') uses (3) to calculate the NPC.
subsequent visit, will have a visit lifetime of 0. If this ags, Alg. 2 is bounded b)O(f{3) operations. In order to express
the chosenk value is too high and is not the optim&* p; in terms of po, (12) must be applied: — 2 times. The
value. number of operations in the equation f@f%, after allpy
Before discussing our method of using (12) to minimizealues are expressed in termszef are bounded by)(K?).
g(p), we first prove that the local minimum @f(p) is also Expressingi —2 values in terms of, requires applying (12)
the global minimum by showing thaf(p) is convex when a total of (K — 1)(K — 2)/2 times, leading to the)(K?)

K > 2. We will do so by letting bound. Oncep, is found, the number of operations to find
Dr the remainingK” — 1 visit expenditure values are bounded by
h(k) = (1 + )L~ T s(mpatbn)’ O(K). As K € [1, K], we have to repeat these stepsimes,

meaning that finding the optimal number of visits* and the

and proving thah(k) is a convex function with respect to thecorresponding optimal NPG(p*) is an O(K3) algorithm.
visit expenditurey,. If h(k) is convex, thery(p) is the sum

of convex functions and is therefore itself convex. The s€coAlgorithm 2 Finding the optimal number of visits and NPC

partial derivative ofh(k) is value for up toK visits.
2min(to)bm? W*(to)ps  ; _ pA j =k function OPTIMAL NUMBEROFVISITS(K)
(1+U)L—zn:k(mpn+bn) ( ) g* — L—by
2 m In(1+v)4+m? In?(140)py i=k /\j >k N m
9°h(k) _ (1+40) F S hm g (mPn+on) V(j=kNi>k) K71
Op:Op; m? In2(1+0)pi , , Il Try every value ofK'
J T K P>k Ny > k f 2 d
(140) L= ER=g (mpntbn) or K+ 2to K do
0 i<kVj<k. p < OPTIMALPAYMENTS(K)
o _ g <+ NPCp,K)
By definition p, > —b,/m > 0, ensuring that the elements if g < g* then
of the HessiarH of h(k) are all non-negative, and that the g g
elements of the visit expenditure vectprare non-negative K* K
real numbers. This meansHp'™ > 0, so H is a positive return K*

semi-definite matrix. A is positive semi-definitep(k) is

a convex function, sg(p) is the sum of convex functions

and is therefore convex itself. The local optimum found when

minimizing NPC for K visits is consequently the globalC. Equal Misit Lifetime Approximation

optimum. Equally spacing the visits apart can be a good rule of thumb
Alg. 1 can be applied to find the global minimum ofyhen the lifetime functionf,(px) is linear as in Sec. V-B,

g(p). It determines the optimal value qf,, then applies and|b;| << 1,Vk € [2, K]. In the previous sections the visit

(12) to find the remaining visit payments. The functiotifetimes could be non-uniform; they could vary for eachitvis

FINDROOT(f(x)) finds = > 0 such thatf(z) = 0. The £ depending on the visit expenditugg. In this section we

derivative%p;“) of the NPC'’s LagrangiarC(p,u) is ex- prove that visit lifetimeg, are approximately equal as long

pressed in terms qf; and K by DLAGRANGIAN (p2, K). As  asv << 1 and|by| << 1,Vk € [2, K.

the local minimum ofg(p) is its global minimum, calling  We assume that the value &f is chosen such thatjk

FINDROOT(DLAGRANGIAN (p2, K)) finds the value op, that [1, K, ¢(pr) > —bkt1/m, SOpr+1 = q(px). We can use (12)

minimizesg(p). The functionNEXTP(p, K) usesp, and (12) to express the lifetimé,, ; of visit k + 1 in terms of the visit

to calculate the visit paymenis, ps, - - ., Px - expenditurep;, of visit k& through

- — — - - (14 v)™Prto
Algorithm 1 Optimizing the visit expenditures for a fixed lip1 =
number of visitsk. In (1+v)
/I Returns the visit expenditure vectprthat achieves the \ye can write(1-+0)™Pk 0% = exp(ln(1+v)(mpy-+by)], and as
/I optimal NPC if K > 2 visits are performed. long asln(1+v) (mpx+by) << 1, exp[ln(1+v)(mpy+br)] ~

function OPTIMAL PAYMENTS(K') 14 In(1 + v)(mpy. + by), so after simplification
/I Find the optimal value op-

p2 < FINDROOT(DLAGRANGIAN(p2,K)) ley1 = mpy, + by, + bpy1,
/I Find the remaining payment values
for k+ 2to (K —1) do

+ bry1.

which can be simplified to

Prt1 <= NEXTP(py,K) lk+1 ~ Ui + Dpyr- (13)
P L—by—=>F , (mpi+bi)
return p m As long asv << 1 and |b;| << 1,Vk € [2, K], evenly

spacing the lifetimes is a near-optimal approachy K< 1




and|bg| << 1, then itis likely thatin(1+v)(mpr+0x) << 1,
which is required by the approximation. The magnitudeé-of
does not have to be small; in fact, chances are it will not be
small due to the node hardware costs of the initial visit. We
call this theEqual Misit Lifetime (EVL) approximation.

D. Minimizing the Initial Cost of Node Hardware and the
Approximate NPC of Unscheduled Maintenance

To reduce the NPC of unscheduled payments, a network
operator could purchase more robust nodes or add redundant
nodes in stand-by to node locations in order to increase thg » A possible area for monitoring in our scenario. Magadnd image
network’s reliability. This, however, increases the mlitost of ©2014 Google.
node hardware. By increasing the initial cost of node hardwa
X3, the network operator can increase the spacing between the
failure timest; . . .t of the network and reduce the number opalancing initial node hardware costs with the approximate
failures F' that occur over the network’s operational lifetimeNPC of unscheduled payments in Sec. VI-B. In Sec. VI-C

The NPC (1) will decrease if the reduction Efﬂ (1:# we demonstrate that NPC minimization is effective at reduc-
F o ing costs and that equally spacing visits is a near-optimal

exceeds the increase iN;. When X; and ) L
S n=1 (1fv)fn, -
have been found, the NPC can be minimized using (11) if fRyategy. S?C' VI-D demonstrates that NPC m|n|m|zat|qn IS
lifetime function is non-linear, or using the methods pred most effective when node hardware and labor expenditures
' are low and a large portion of the budget is spent on energy.

in Sec. V-B and Sec. V-C if the lifetime function is Iinear.S VI-E ) h diusting th b ¢ vidit
This section provides a method for balancing, ¢, and I €¢. VI-L examines Now acjusting the numpoer ot i 5
e operational lifetimel, the interest rate), the network’s

to minimize the cost of node hardware and the approxim
bp BF w, and other parameters related to the cost of node

NPC of unscheduled payments in (3), wheres the network’s )
MTBE. £ — nw andlgz IL/w] 3 hardware and labor affects the portion of the NPC allocated
We assume that the network operator is given a set tgfnode hardware: fallu_re repair, energy, anq labor.
The percent savings is used in this section to measure

choicesH, with each choice costing 8; financial units per . S
node location while having a failure rate of per node the effectiveness of NPC minimization when compared to a

location. Choices could represent different node hard,wafhemork design based on a single payment at the start of

each with their own cost and failure rate. Alternativelye thihe network I|fet|me._ The minimized NPC value is the_ cost
([p1 - - -pk]) of running a network fod. years by performing

choices could also include different levels of redundan PC minimizati 7 visits. The sindl t bench
Assuming Poisson failures, putting nodes at a location k_mltnhlmlza lon ]?Ve .(;’.'S' s he s:jng e.t;r)]aymenh ench-
would reduce the failure rate by a factor@fwhile increasing mark is the costs, o providing each node with €nougn energy
to last L years at the time of initial deployment; note thais
the cost by a factor ofs. ) . .
ﬁ}gg NPC whenK = 1. The percent savings is defined as the

We assume that node hardware is only added during © diff bet h ; I h that
initial deployment, that all nodes at a single node locatidp'cent difierence between these two vajues such tha

failing leads to a network failure, that the network operato ls —g([p1---pK])l
knows the number of noded’ that are required by the s :
network, that every node has the same type of node hardwarq, his section we use the dollar symbol $ to represent a

and that every nqde location is given the_ same number ﬁﬁancial unit. The NPC minimization framework does not
redundant nodes in stand-by. The approximate cost of e ume a specific currency; any currency can been used as

choice with respect to the initial payment and unschedulggh o it is consistent for all costs. Prices given for node
payments can then be written as hardware, energy, and labor reflect their value in UnitedeSta
dollars at the time this paper was written.

[LNX:] +8
o+ b
NBi+ Y ———, (14)
n=1 (1 + U) i .
A. Node and Network Assumptions

where o is the cost of performing the repair. To find the We consider applying the network and cost models from

optimum choicei*, the operator can try every choice an% L .
ec. lll to a gas monitoring scenario, where a company could

pick the one that minimizes (14). The number of operations . : .
required are bounded b9(S",.. LN ;). install a WSN to continuously monitor the concentration of

hazardous gas in the air at a storage site. The satelliteeimag

in Fig. 2 provides an aerial view of one area where such a

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS network could be built. When finding the parameters for our

In this section we provide numerical results using theumerical results, we assume that sensor nodes are thescircl

frameworks from Sec. IV and Sec. V. Sec. VI-A presenfsositioned on top of the tanks in the picture. The sink node is
node and network assumptions based on a gas monitoringated in the middle of the square. To connect disjoint@ens
scenario. We analyse the effectiveness of our method forthe sink, we populate the candidate relay location Agt,

i€H
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with locations spaced along a minimum Steiner tree gengérate We assume that the price of labdf, for each visitk
by the GeoSteiner [22] tool using the process described3h [2does not change over time; thatVé € [1, K] : Z, = ¢
In our scenario, we assume that the relay and sensordollars. To find the labor cosf, we ran the Traveling
nodes are similar to Iris motes [2] and that TGS 825 g&alesman Problem [27] on the network in Fig. 2; when
sensors [24] are used. The gas sensor is heated for about &suming a walking speed of about 1.4m/s [28], it takes
prior to each measurement, meaning 39.6J are consumedamproximately 2 hours for someone to visit all of the nodes.
measurement; the measurements occur every 5 minutes. With a wage of 20$/h, and assuming 60s per node is taken
energy consumed by the RF230 transceiver and ATmegal&8l swapping batteries, we assurgas minimum $140. The
microcontroller present on Iris motes while receiving anthbor cost¢ would likely be higher for networks with nodes
transmitting data are taken from their datasheets [25] atltht are difficult to reach, networks that are in remote areas
[26] respectively. We also assume they are connected to a 8networks in areas that are difficult to traverse. We assume
source, that the RF230’s data rate is 250 kbit/s, and thatshothat a visit could cost up to $1000 in such scenarios, due to
transmit data in 64 bit packets. Note that in general, senddgher wages, extra time spent at the site, and transpmntati
nodes measuring gas concentration require a large amountasts in order to reach the site.
energy due to the heating elements in the gas sensors, and/e assume that all nodes have identical failure rates. While
consume significantly more energy than the relay nodes in tive were unable to find failure rate data on commonly used
network. The results in this section, however, do not rely anotes, such as the Iris mote, we were able to obtain wired gas
sensor nodes consuming more energy than relay nodes. Simit@nitor failure rates from Draeger [29]. The DraegerSehRse |
results would be found in a scenario where relays consuimas one of the best failure rates of about 0.5 pfailures/hléNh
more energy than sensors, such as a video surveillancenketwdraeger sensors are not wireless, the CC2420 transceiger ha
where relays may have to forward large amounts of dadafailure rate in the order of 1.9 nfailures/h [30]. We assume
frequently, as long as the network consumes power at a similbat a high-quality node with a gas sensor could have a §light
rate. higher failure rate of 0.75 pfailures/h. We assume lowealigy
We minimize the poweT’;(d;;) consumed by the RF230 onnodes have failure rates of 10 pfailures/h, higher than dhat
nodei by adjusting its transmit power when sending data toraeger Polytron 7000 gas monitors with electrochemiaal se
node; that isd;; m away. The transmit signal powé;TjXW sors. The high-quality and low-quality node hardware failu
required at node to ensure a receive signal powBRX W at rates correspond to network MTB& of about 1year and
a destination nodeé is calculated using the Friis equation 1 month respectively.
PRX 9 N7 We set the cost of each repair to $1000. While it takes less
- (Amdo)* [ dij . :
= TGO (d_o) , (15) time to replace a single sensor t_han to restgre energy to all
Kt N = 150nodes, we cannot predict when failures occur, so
whered, = 1 mis the distance from the antenna to the edge aflike replenishing energy, there will be downtime between
the near field; = G; = 1.5 is the antenna gain of a dipolethe beginning of the failure and its repair. The repair cadte
antenna\ = 125 mm is the wavelength of the signal, ane=  accounts for the network being unable to perform its fumctio
4 is the path loss exponent. We set the receive signal povderring this downtime, as well as the cost of having some type
PRX = -101dBm, which is the receiver sensitivity of theof emergency responder available to repair the network.
Iris mote. We calculate the 16 discrete RF230 transmit signa We placed limits on the operational lifetime of the network
powers with a quadratic interpolation of the transmit cotreand the interest rate when minimizing NPC. Operational
consumption values for different transmit signal powes&gi lifetime, L, ranges from 1 to 10 years. Based on an average
in its datasheet, which are then used with (15) to determisgck market rate of return of 0.083 over the last 114 years in
the power consumed by a nodevhen transmitting to another developed countries [31], the interest rate is assumedrp va
nodej that isd;; m away. between 0.01 and 0.1 to capture below and above average rates
As stated in Sec. IV-A, we assume that the node hardwaskreturn.
cost consists only of purchasing the nodes for initial dgplo In the following sections, results are generated by assymin
ment. We adjust the cost of a single nodepetween $10and a default set of parameters. We assume the @aogteach node
$100; such a range covers cases where an operator buikd$10, 150 nodes are present in the network, the east a
nodes independently and where an operator purchases th@mgle Joule is 20 u$/J, the network consumes energy at a rate
from a manufacturer. By running (8) on the network in Fig. 2 of 6.2W, the cost of labor is 1000 $/visit, the MTBRv
we find that about 150 nodes in total must be purchased. is 1year, and the cost of each failure repair is $1000. By
In Sec. IV-A we discuss that the portion of an expenditurgefault, the operational lifetimé is 10 years, and the interest
dedicated to energy depends on the cost of each Joule @@ is 0.1. All results in the following sections are generated
the amount of Joules required by the network. The cost ofuging these default values unless stated otherwise.
Joulea when using alkaline D-Cell batteries is approximately

20 u$/J, but is 66 u$/J for Lithium D-Cell batteries, which . L .
are lighter, have a higher capacity, and are better suitBg Analys's of Minimizing the Initial Cost of Node Hardware

for extreme climates. The network described in Sec. vI-And the Approximate NPC of Unscheduled Maintenance
consumes energy at a rateof approximately 6.2W while In this section we demonstrate how the initial cost of node
running. hardware and the approximate NPC of unscheduled payments
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Fig. 3. Normalized value of (14) for various numbers of nogéed at Fig. 4. NPC for various numbers of visits when the cost of tabwaries
each node location in the network. between 140 $/visit and 1000 $/visit.

can be minimized using the method described in Sec. V-D.The squares in Fig. 4 show that as the labor ¢atcreases,
We assume that we have cheap, low quality nodes, and the minimum NPC over all numbers of visits' decreases,
want to find the optimal number of redundant nodes to plagéile the optimal number of visits required to achieve that
in stand-by at every node location in the network, assumifdC increases. Decreasing the labor cost means that more
that the network fails if all the nodes at any one nodésits can be performed before the cost of performing labor
location fail. We demonstrate that the method in Sec. V-D c&xceeds the savings of NPC minimization. More visits previd
significantly reduce the approximate NPC of initial hardevaradditional opportunities to exploit interest rates to fase
and unscheduled payments. cheaper energy, reducing the money spent on energy to achiev
Our choice se{ consists of placing 1 to 10 nodes at each given operational lifetime., lowering the overall NPC of
node location, where one node per location is active and tH¢ network.
rest are in stand-by. Each node costs $10and has a failere rat'he rate of change of the EVL and ONPC lines are greater
of 10 pfailures/h. We assume Poisson failures, so putting for higher values off. The higher the labor cost, the greater
nodes at a location reduces the failure rate by a factaf of the total cost of labor for a given number of visits, and
and increases the cost by a factor@f the greater the rate of change of the lines generated with
Fig. 3 shows the value of (14) for each number of noddgat labor cost. Wherk < 5 visits, NPC decreases rapidly
per node location tested, normalized to only deploying oéth increasing & bgcause additional visits provide more
node at each location. The lower bar represents the valuePBPortunities to use interest rates to reduce the cost aggne
node hardware, while the upper bar is the approximate Npﬁyentuall_ymcreasmg the number_of visits becomes inéffec
of unscheduled payments. at reducing energy costs. For instance, the slopes of the
We can see in Fig. 3 that the method in Sec. V-D cdnVL and ONPC lines are positive wheli > 5 visits and
significantly reduce the approximate NPC of node hardwafe=1000$/visit, and the slopes of the EVL and ONPC lines
and unscheduled payments. Node hardware costs incred§flat whenk' > 10 visits and¢ =140 $/visit. o
linearly, but for small numbers of redundant nodes the ap- "€ optimal NPCs calculated by the EVL approximation are
proximate NPC of unscheduled payments decreases rapififhin 0.01% of the NPCs calculated using ONPC. For large
After a certain point, for example in Fig. 3 after 7 nodes haJues ofK’, however, the NPC found by EVL deviates from
been placed at each node location, savings from additiofa®t of ONPC wher is high, as shown in Fig. 4. In Sec. V-C

redundancy no longer outpace additional hardware costs. W€ assume tha| << 1; however, thelb;| values are not
<< 1 for high ¢. This can cause the difference between the

pi Values calculated by EVL and ONPC to be relatively large,
C. Comparison of Optimization Strategies noticeably affecting the NPC wheki is also large. When the

In this section we compare the Equal Visit Lifetime (EVL cost of labor is high, the optimal number of visits tends to be
)Iow, meaning that even though the error is present, it is not

approximation to finding the Optimal NPC (ONPC). The. .. . S
lifetime function is linear, so the ONPC is found using thglgnlflcant in the range ok" where NPC is minimized.
approach described in Sec. V-B. Fig. 4 shows how the NPC ) S

found with both methods depends on the total number of visks Analysis of NPC Minimization Parameters

K and the labor cos{ in $/visit. NPC is normalized to the In this section we examine how the performance of NPC
cost of a network with an operational lifetime bf= 10 years minimization is affected by changes in the parameters de-
when K = 1 and { =1000$/visit. The value of written scribed in Sec. VI-A. To determine the situations where NPC
underneath each pair of EVL and ONPC lines was used nanimization is most effective under our network model, we
generate that pair of lines. The minimum ONPC value oveiill find the parameters that have the biggest impact on the
all K for a given value of] is indicated by the squares. optimal NPC. The parameters considered are the gosft
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Fig. 5. Percent savings of NPC minimization compared toqguering a Fig. 6. Normalized NPC for different numbers of visits wheargmeters
single visit, for various energy payment ratesat different node hardwar@ are set to their default values.
costs, different laboc costs, and different MTBFs.

I:ILa'bor
node hardware, the cost of a Joule, the ratep of energy 0| | B E Repair
consumption, the cos{ of labor, the interest rate, the | M Node Hardware
network’s operational lifetimd., and its MTBFw.

Two parameters that influence the return earned on an
investment arel, and v; NPC minimization uses the returns
provided by interest rates to reduce future energy experedit
If either L or v is low, the percent savings is less than 5%,
meaning that NPC minimization is ineffective. Wheris low,
little time is available to earn interest on the investméht:
is low, returns will be small even if the money is invested for o5 . . -
a number of years. Total Number of Visits Performed K

Fig. 5 shows how different parameters affect the percent _ _ N
savings provided by NPC. The x-axis is teoergy payment 13 1, Normeier N0 o e, e of vt whongrete
rate ¢, which is the costv of a Joule multiplied by the rate
at which the network consumes energy, and has units of $/s.
The low and high values for node hardware and labor CO?{(I%
are discussed in Sec. VI-A, while the percent savings met\r
is explained at the beginning of Sec. VI.

Normalized NPC
S

o
”

20

its being performed. Note that the labor bar segmentg onl
ffclude the cost of labor for restoring energy; costs relate

NPC minimization i ¢ effecti h | i to labor for failure repair are included in the failure repai
minimization 1S most eflective when a farge portiogl, segments. NPC was normalized to the cost of a network
of the budget is dedicated to energy. In Fig. 5 the percen

. hes 0 f | hing 0 %/s. P tw enK = 1 for the default parameter values described at the
savings approaches d for va uesidpproaching 03/s. Percen end of Sec. VI-A. Fig. 6 shows the normalized NPC at the
savings are higher whefi and ¢ are low. We can also see

: ) default t lues. Figs. 7-9 show th lized NPC
that the impact of changes ia, 8, and { on the percent eault parameter values. Figs SHow fhe formatize

. LT where all parameters are at their default values except one.
savings |s.3|gn|f|cantly reducgd when the MTBFRs low. NPC The adjusted value is given in the figure caption.
minimization works by deferring expenses to take advantdge Fig. 6 shows that NPC minimization balances decreasing
interest rates, and in our scenario energy is the only defésr '

expenditure, so the greater the portion of the budget detica® 'Y C.OStS with increasing labor costs. As the number
. of visits increases, the total cost of energy decreases at a
to energy, the greater the percent savings.

decreasing rate while the total cost of labor appears teass
steadily. As nodes are only purchased once during the first
E. Cost Breakdown of NPC Minimization visit, the total cost of nodes does not change. The more
In this section we take a closer look as to how the ¢bef a parameter affects the rate that energy costs decrease or
node hardware, cogt of labor, MTBF w, operational lifetime labor costs increase, the greater that parameter’s effetieo
L, and interest rate affect the percent savings and the optimadptimal NPC and the number of visits required to achieve it.
number of visits. We show that NPC minimization works by Fig. 7 shows that increasing the cost of node hardware
balancing decreasing energy costs with increasing labgtscoaffects the NPC for each value ok equally. Both the
and study how adjusting each parameter impacts the optimatimal NPC and the cost when performing only one visit
NPC and number of visits required to achieve this NPC. increase by the same amount. The reduction in percent saving
Figs. 6-9 show the normalized NPC for various numbers &om increasings comes from increasing the NPC when
visits. Each bar is segmented to show the expenditures am ndd = 1 without changing the difference between it and the
hardware, failure repair, energy, and labor for each nuroberoptimal NPC. The money saved on energy by performing NPC
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3 and spacing of visits, as well as the size of their visit
expenditures. We provided a general non-linear, non-conve
optimization framework for minimizing NPC when the re-
lationship between a visit expenditure and visit lifetinge i
known. We proposed a framework for maximizing a visit
lifetime when given a visit expenditure, and showed that the
relationship between visit expenditure and visit lifetirse
linear under this framework. We developed a more efficient
framework for minimizing NPC that takes advantage of this
relationship, and demonstrated that equally spacingsvisia
near-optimal strategy under such conditions.

Compared to making a single visit, NPC minimization can
significantly reduce costs by deferring expenditures aagus
returns on investments and network revenue to reduce future
expenditures. It finds the optimal balance between the money
saved on energy and the cost of labor required to deliver it to
3 the network. Networks that consume relatively large amsunt
of energy, networks with long operational lifetimes, andesa
where interest rates are high tend to benefit the most from NPC
minimization. Large labor costs reduce the number of visits
before the total cost of labor exceeds the savings generated
by NPC minimization, limiting the opportunities NPC mini-
mization has to lower energy costs. Low lifetimes and irdere
rates reduce the returns required by NPC minimization.

There are a number of ways in which our NPC minimization
framework could be applied by a network operator. In additio
to minimizing the overall cost of a network, the network
operator can determine the cost of deploying the network,
the optimal number of times to visit the network to perform
maintenance, the optimal spacing between visits, and the
optimal visit expenditures. This information is sufficiefolr
the network operator to predict the CAPEX and OPEX of the
o ) o network. The network operator can also predict how each visi
minimization remains the same as in Fig. 6. expenditure will be divided between node hardware, energy,

Fig. 8 shows that decreasing labor coswllows a network gnq jahor costs. A maintenance schedule that not only geedic
operator to perform more visits and reduce energy Cogffen to visit the network to perform maintenance, but also
further, improving the percent savings. Even performing @e node hardware, energy, and labor resources required, ca

large number of visits barely increases the total labor.cogterefore be created with the NPC minimization framework.
This means that a larger number of visits can be made, and

energy costs can be reduced further, before the total cost of

: A ACKNOWLEDGMENT
labor exceeds the savings from NPC minimization. Thi K d bv NSERC. DAAD RISE. and th
Fig. 9 shows that increasing the failure rate causes thérrepa | > Work was supported by ' » andthe

payments to increase uniformly. The number of visits tooest 3_6” Lasbs internlfhipi]plrsogilral_mb Th; authIoLrs WOU'%"ke to ihafn
energy does not affect network reliability, explaining wimg inay Suryaprakash (Bell Labs, Alcatel-Lucent, Germary)

repair payments increase uniformly regardles&ofA smaller his valuable comments.

percent of the budget is spent on energy, reducing percent

savings without changing the optimal number of visits.
Low interest rates and low lifetimesL rob NPC minimiza-
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Fig. 8. Normalized NPC for different numbers of visits wheargmeters
are set to their default values, except the ¢osf labor which is 140 $/visit.
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Fig. 9. Normalized NPC for different numbers of visits whearagmeters
are set to their default values, except the MT8Rvhich is 1 month.
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